
TSD File Inventory Index 

Date: k fufc ~ ~:J.ao2. 
Initial: ('A)lk2-tA/ tL.il 

Facility Name: .~~lrl /~ /, :"~ f / (tuJ _/v4'A~ ( /h/ J.; j~~j JLtv ) 
Facility Identification Number: I LD oos o2.i;.r {Jo ~ U 
A.1 General Correspondence 8.2 Permit Docket (8.1.2) 

A.2 Part A /Interim Status .1 Correspondence___ -- -- -

'Y 
.1 Correspondence 

~ .2 All Other Permitting Documents (Not Part of the ARA) 

.2 Notification and Acknowledgment ~ C.1 Compliance -(Inspection Reports) 

.3 Part A Application and Amendments ( C.2 Compliance/Enforcement 

.4 Financial Insurance (Sudden, Non Sudden) .1 Land Disposal Restriction Notifications 

.5 Change Under Interim Status Requests .2 Import/Export Notifications 

.6 Annual and Biennial Reports C.3 FOIA Exemptions- Non-Releasable Documents 

A.3 Groundwater Monitoring 

v 
D.1 Corrective Action/Facility Assessment 

~ 
.1 Correspondence I 

.1 RFA Correspondence I y 
.2 Reports I 

.2 Background Reports, Supporting Docs and Studies 
~ 

A.4 Closure/Post Closure r .3 State Prelim. Investigation Memos 
I 

· .1 Correspondence .4 RFA Reports 
\ v 

.2 Closure/Post Closure Plans, Certificates, etc D. 2 Corrective Action/Facility Investigation ( 

A.S Ambient Air Monitoring .1 RFI Correspondence 

.. 

. 1 Correspondence .2 RFI Workplan 

.2 Reports 

.3 RFI Program Reports and Oversight 
8.1 Administrative Record 

.4 RFI Draft /Final Report 

~-/ 



.5 RFIQAPP .7 Lab data, Soil Sampling/Groundwater 

.6 RFI QAPP Correspondence .8 Progress Reports 

.7 Lab Data, Soil-Sampling/Groundwater 0.5 Corrective Action/Enforcement 

.8 RFI Progress Reports .1 Administrative Record 3008(h) Order 

.9 Interim Measures Correspondence .2 Other Non-AR Documents 

.10 Interim Measures Workplan and Reports 0.6 Environmental Indicator Determinations 

0.3 Corrective Action/Remediation Study .1 Forms/Checklists 

.1 CMS Correspondence E. Boilers and Industrial Furnaces (BIF) 

.2 Interim Measures .1 Correspondence 

.3 CMS Workplan .2 Reports 

.4 CMS Draft/Final Report F Imagery/Special Studies 
(Videos, photos, disks, maps, blueprints, drawit:"~gs, and 

x· other special materials.) 

.5 Stabilization G.1 Risk Assessment ll 

.6 CMS Progress Reports .1 Human/Ecological Assessment 

.7 Lab Data, Soil-Sampling/Groundwater .2 Compliance and Enforcement 

0.4 Corrective Action Remediation Implementation .3 Enforcement Confidential 

.1 CMI Correspondence .4 Ecological - Administrative Record 

.2 CMI Workplan .5 Permitting 

.3 CMI Program Reports and Oversight .6 Corrective Action Remediation Study 

.4 CMI Draft/Final Reports .7 Corrective Action/Remediation Implementation 

.5 CMI QAPP .8 Endangered Species Act 

.6 CMI Correspondence .9 Environmental Justice 

Note: Transmittal Letter to Be Included with Reports. 
Comments: ,P Ot:u -/l. ta 14./ d.o 0=--t.:f/ t ah 1~ j a-~ £tt~A ,d,~ /e)~/ {2«f.e _/nt(e d 





.. ... 



c 

-.. 

EPA Form 8700.12 (Rev. 11·3G-93) Previous edition Is obsolete. 

F«m Approved, OMS No. 3)50.0028 &p/IM 9-30·96 
GSA No. 0248-EPA.OT 

Date Received 
(For Official Use Only) 

lJ ( I 

Continued on Reverse 



Please print or type with ELITE type (12 characters per Inch) In the unshaded areas only 

This revised notification form 

the ch a ng e in fa c ility nam e . 

Note: Mall completed form to the appropriate EPA Regional or State 

EPA Form 8700..12 (Rev. 11-3G-93) Previous edition Is obsolete. 

Form Approtl«<, OMB No. 205(N)()28 Exp/18S 9-30-96 
GSA No. ~-EPA.CT 



INSTALLA
TION ' S E PA 
I.D.NO. 

\ME OF IN· 
ALLATION 

INSTALL A· 

II. ~~~r:.ING 
ADDRESS 

LOCATION 
111 OF INSTAL· 

LATION 

with ELITE type ( 'laracters/inch/ in the unshaded areas only. 

1.J,.!1 ~VIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

Form Approved OMB No. 158-S79016 
GSA No. 0246-EPA-OT 

NOTIFICA'-1aON OF HAZARDOUS WASTE ACTIVITY ! INSTRUCTIONS: If you received a preprinted I 
1 label, affix it in the space at left. If any of the· · 

I LD0052Do604 

TO.HE R F=ROnuc: T:S I l'-l C: 
1?-1?- ::::~ BUTTD~FI ELD R D 
r:tUNDELEiri, I L 6 QD6D 

1919 S BUTTERFIELD RD 
MUNDELEIN, IL 60060 

000034 AUG 

I information on the label is incorrect, draw a line 
through it and supply the correct information 
i in the appropriate section below. If the label is 
1 complete and correct, leave Items I, II, and Ill 

1 below blank. If you did not receive a preprinted 
1 label, complete all items. " Installation" means a 
I single site where hazardous waste is generated, 
1 t reated, stored and/or disposed of, or a trans-

141 Attter's principal place of business. Pleas<: refer 
Vd'the INSTRUCTIONS FOR F ILING NOTIF I
CATION before completing this form. The · 
information requested herein is required by law 
(Section 3010 of the Resource Con:~ervation and 
Recovery Act). 

CONTINUE ON REVERSE 



.. 

B. HAZARDOUS WASTES FROM SPECIF IC SOURCES. Enter the four-digit number from 40 CFR Part 261.32 for each listed hazardous waste from 
specific industrial sources your installation handles. Use additional sheets if necessary. 

C. COMMERCIAL CHEMICA L PRODUCT HAZARDOUS WASTES. Enter the four-digit number from 40 CFR Part 261.33 for each chemical sub
stance your installation handles which may be a hazardous waste. Use additional sheets if necessary. 

D. LISTED INFECTIOUS WASTES. Enter the four-digit number from 40 CFR Part 261.34 for each listed hazardous waste from hospitals, veterinary 
hospitals, medical and research laboratories your installation handles. Use additional sheets if necessary. 

E. CHARACTERISTICS OF NON- LISTED HAZARDOUS WASTES. Mark "X" in the boxes corresponding to the characteristics of non-listed 
hazardous wastes your installation handles. (See 40 CFR Parts 261.21- 261.24.) 

Ot. IGNITABLE 
(DOOI) 

Oz. coRROSIVE 
(DOOZI 

0 3. ,REACTIV·E 
(D003) 

d .. TOXIC 

(~I 
I 1 ~' ' ' I ' \ ' •:• {o I) I e ' ' ' f" , ' I I ' j' I ' ' I ' ~ ~I ' I, ' \; I ' , 

· I certify under penalty of law that I have personally examined and am familiar with the information submitted in this and all 
attached documents, and that based on my inquiry of those individuals immediately responsible for obtaining the information, 
I believe that the submitted information is true, accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are significant penalties for sub
mitting false information, including the possibility of fine and imprisonment. 

NAME 8t OFFICIAL TITLE DATE SIGNED 

uJ _L.<A.»..UL D' sr R 1 B u "T't o ,J .So PDC?v' 5 c!J rL 

EPA Form 8700-12 

. (· 
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2-Ethoxyethanol 

Ethyl acetate 

Ethyl benzene 

Methanol 

Methylene chloride 

Naphthalene 

Pyrene 

Toluene 

Trichl oroethene 

Trichlorofluoromethane 

Vinyl chloride 

Xylene 

Total Carcinogenic PNAs 

Benzo(a)anthracene 
Benzo( a) pyrene 
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 
Chrysene 
Dibenzo(a,h)anthracene 
Indeno(l,2,3-c,d)pyrene 

· Total Non-Carcinogenic PNAs 

Acenaphthyl ene 
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 
Phenanthrene 

2.8 

6.3 

0.7 

3.5 

0.005 
& Mixture 1 

0.25 

0.21 

1.0 

0.005 
& Mixture 

2.1 

0.002 
& Mixture 

1 o. 

0.0002 

o. 21 

NA 

NA 

0.002 

1.0 

0.005 

0. 01 

0.0027 

0.002 

0. 0012 

0.005 

0.0018 

0.005 

0.00013 
0.00023 
0.00018 
0.00017 
0.0015 
0.0003 
0.00043 

0.010 
0.00076 
0.0064 

ADL = Acceptable Detection Limit, lowest Practical Quantitation Limit (PQL) as 
defined in SW846 . 

PNAs = Polynuclear Aromatics 

Mixture 1: In addition to meeting the individual Class I groundwater 
objectives identified in the above table, the following equation must be 
satisfied to protect against liver tumors . 
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Bis(2-ethylhexyl)Phthalate + Trichloroethene +Vinyl chloride< 1.0 
0. 004 mg/1 0.005 mg/1 0.002 mg/ 1 -

Mixture 2: In addition to meeting the indivi,dual Class I groundwater 
objectives identified in the above table, the fol lowing equation must be 
satisfied to protect against liver toxicity. 

1,1-Dichloroethylene + cis - 1,2-Dichloroethylene + trans-1,2-Dichloroethylene < 1.0 
0.007 mg/11 0.07 mg/11 0. 1 mg/1 --

Soi 1, Cleanup Object•ves 

Objective ADL 
Parameter (mg/kg) (mg/kg) 

Acetone 0.7 0.1 

Benzene 0.005 0.002 

Bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate 0.08 0.66 

2-Butanone 0.35 0.01 

a-Cresol 0.35 0.66 

1,1-Dichloroethane 0.7 0.0007 

1,1-Dichloroethylene 0.007 0.0013 

cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 0.07 0.005 

trans-1,2-Dichloroethylene 0.1 0.001 

2-Ethoxyethanol 2.8 NA 

Ethyl acetate 6.3 NA 

Ethyl benzene 0.7 0.002 

Methanol 3.5 1.0 

Methylene chloride 0.005 0.005 

Naphthalene 0.25 0. 66 

Pyrene 4.2 0.18 

Toluene 1.0 0.002 

Tri c hl o roethene 0.005 0.0012 
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Trichlorofluoromethane 

Vinyl chloride 

Xylene 

Total Carcinogenic PNAs 

Benzo(a)anthracene 
Benzo(a)pyrene 
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 
Chrysene 
Dibenzo(a,h)anthracene 
Indeno(1,2,3-c,d)pyrene 

Total Non-Carcinogenic PNAs 

Acenaphthyl ene 
Benzo(g,h,i}perylene 
Phenanthrene 

2.1 

0.002 

10. 

0.004 

4.2 

0. 005 

0.0018 

0.005 

0.0087 
0.015 
0.011 
0.011 
0.100 
0.020 
0.029 

0.660 
0.051 
0.660 

All soil and groundwater samples around the hazardous waste storage tank (S02) 
are required to have each of the above list of parameters identified using 
methods 8240 and 8270 of SW-846 third edition. 

2. Closure activities must be completed by November 1, 1991. When closure is 
complete the owner or operator must submit to the Agency certification 
both by the owner or operator and by an independent registered 
professional engineer that the facility has been closed in accordance with 
the specifications in the approved closure plan. This certification must 
be received at this Agency within sixty (60) days after closure, or by 
JaPiuary 1, 1992. 

The attached closure certification form must be used. Signatures must 
meet the requirements of 35 Ill. Adm. Code Section 702.126. The 
independent engineer should be present at all critical, major points 
(activities} during the closure. ·These might include soil sampling, soil 
removal, backfilling, final cover placement, etc. The frequency of 
inspections by the independent engineer must be sufficient to determine 
the adequacy of each critical activity. Financial assurance must be 
maintained for the units approved for closure herein until the Agency 
approves the facility•s closure certification. 

The Illinois Professional Engineering Act (Ill. Rev. Stat., Ch. 111, par. 
5101 et. seq.) requires that any person who practices professional 
engineering in the State of Illinois or implies that he (she) is a 
professional engineer must be registered under the Illinois Professional 
Engineering Act (par. 5101, Sec. 1). Therefore, any certification or 
engineering services which are performed for a closure plan in the State 
of Illinois must be done by an Illinois P.E. 
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Plans and speci fications, designs , drawings, reports, and other documents 
rendered as professional engineering services, and revisions of the above 
must be sealed and signed by a professional engineer in accordance with 
par . 5119, sec. 13.1 of the Illinois Professional Engineerin~ Act. 

As part of the closure certification, to document the closure acti vities 
at your facility, please submit a Closure Documentation Report which 
includes: 

a. The volume of waste and waste residue removed . The term waste 
includes wastes resulting from decontamination activities . 

b. A description of the method of waste handling and transport . 

c. The waste manifest numbers . 

d. Copies of the waste manifests . 

e. A description of the sampling and analytical methods used including 
sample preservation methods and chain-of-custody information. 

f. A_chronological summary of closure activities and the cost involved . 

g. Color photo documentation of closure. Document conditions before, 
during and after closure. 

h. Tests performed, methods, and result for both soil and groundwater. 

i. Locations of all samples on a scaled drawing, with samples associated 
with a number for evaluation. 

j. A description on the use of roll off boxes or containers during 
analysis. 

The original and two (2) copies of all certifications, logs, or reports 
which are required to be submitted to the Agency by the facility should be 
mailed to the following address: 

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 
Division of Land Pollution Control -- #24 
Permit Section 
2200 Churchill Road 
Post Office Box 19276 
Springfield, Illinois 62794-9276 

3. Sampling in soils is required to determine the vertical and lateral extent 
of contamination. This area must include the waste pipeline which drained 
into the tank . Any volatile samples taken for laboratory analysis must be 
collected according to attachment seven of the Agency•s Closure Plan 
Instruction Guide. 
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The methods by which all samples must be analyzed remains 8240 
(volatiles), and 8270 (semi-volatil es) of SW-846 third edition. These 
constituents identified .in the cleanup objectives must be included in each 
analytical result. If additional parameters are found in the analysis the 
constituent must be identified along with their concentration(s) to the 
Agency so that a cleanup level can be set. 

If the extent of contamination results in contacting the upper groundwater 
interface then those cleanup objectives identified above for groundwater 
will be required in that area of closure as well. 

4. Any soil removed during the sampling program or tank removal prior to a 
hazardous waste determination being made must be handled as a hazardous 
waste, and stored appropriately. 

The use of OVA flame ionization detector (FID) to determine whether 
excavated soil is contaminated is not as reliable as that of analysis of 
samples prior to removal of the soil. If soil is removed and checked with 
an OVA in this manner, and analysis shows that the soil is contaminated 
then all of the soil associated in that roll off box will be considered a 
hazardous waste. Any stock piling of that material would then have 
produced a non-permitted hazardous waste pile requiring a RCRA closure 
plan. 

5. If the Agency determines that implementation of this closure plan fails to 
satisfy the requirements of 35 Ill. Adm. Code, Section 725.211, the Agency 
reserves the right to amend the closure plan . Revisions of closure plans 
are subject to the appeal provisions of Section 40 of the Illinois 
Environmental Protection Act. 

6. Baxter must submit a revised closure plan addressing remediation of the 
soil and if necessary groundwater contamination by August 1, 1991. 
Results of additional soil sampling results, and a scale drawing of their 
location is required in this submittal. If groundwater monitoring wells 
are installed, the schematic cross-sections of all wells installed, 
narrative of each installation procedure, well logs, groundwater levels, 
and analytical results are required in this revised plan. This plan must 
address proposed remediation technologies which Baxter plans to implement, 
in order to clean close this area. 

7. Under the provisions of 29 CFR 1910 (51 FR 15,654, December 19, 1986), 
cleanup operations must meet the applicable requirements of OSHA's 
Hazardous Waste Operations and Emergency Response standard. These 
requirements include hazard communication, medical surveillance, health 
and safety programs, air monitoring, decontamination and training. 
General site workers engaged in activities that expose or potentially 
expose them to hazardous substances must receive a minimum of 40 hours of 
safety and health training off site plus a minimum of three days of actual 
field experience under the direct supervision of a trained experienced 
supervisor. Managers and supervisors at the cleanup site must have at 
least an additional eight hours of specialized training on managing 
hazardous waste operations. 
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8. All samples shall be analyzed individually (i .e. , no compositing). 
Sampling and analytical procedures shall be conducted .in accordance with 
the latest edition of SW-846 and Attachment 7 to this Agency's closure 
plan instruction package. When visually discolored or contaminated 
material exists within an area to be sampled, horizontal placement of 
sampling locations shall be adjusted to include such visually discolored 
and/or contaminated areas . Sample size per interval shall be minimized to 
prevent dilution of any contamination . Apparent visually contaminated 
material withi n a sampling interval shall be included in the sample 
portion of the interval to be analyzed. To demonstrate a parameter is not 
present in a sample, analysis results must show a detection limit at least 
as low as the PQL for that parameter in the latest edition of SW-846. 

9. If clean closure cannot be achieved pursuant to 35 IAC 725.297a) then a 
modified closure plan and a post-closure plan prepared pursuant to 35 IAC 
Section 725.297b) must be submitted to the Agency for review and approval 
within 60 days of such a determination. 

10. 35 lAC 721.131 FOOl through F005 wastes must be disposed in accordance 
with 35 lAC Part 728. 

11. To avoid creating another regulated storage unit during closure, it is 
recommended that you obtain any necessary permits for waste disP.osal prior 
to initiating excavation activities. If it is necessary to store 
excavated hazardous waste on-site prior to off-site disposal, do so only 
in containers or tanks for less than ninety (90) days. Do not create 
regulated waste pile units by storing the excavated hazardous waste in 
piles. The ninety (90) day accumulation time exemption (35 IAC 722.134) 
only applies to containers and tanks. 

12. Please be advised that the requirements of the Responsible Property 
Transfer Act (Public Act 85-1228) may apply to your facility due to the 
management of RCRA hazardous waste. In addition, pl ease be advised that 
if you store or treat on-site generated hazardous waste in containers or 
tanks pursuant to 35 IAC 722.134, those units are subject to the closure 
requirements identified in 35 IAC 722.134(a) (l). 

13. All hazardous wastes that result from this project are subject to annual 
reporting as required in 35 IAC 722 . 141 and shall be reported to the 
Agency by March 1 of the following year for wastes treated and left 
on-site or shipped off-site for storage, treatment and/or disposal during 
any calendar year. Additional information and appropriate report forms 
may be obtained from the Agency by contacting : 

Facility Reporting Unit 
Division of Land Pollution Control 
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 
P.O. Box 19276 
Springfield, Illinois 62794-9276 
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Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact T.E . 
Fitzgerald at 217/782-6762 . 

Very truly yours, 

~(Jj~~ 
Lawrence W. Eastep, P.E . , Manager 
Penni t Section 
Division of Land Pollution Control 

LWE:TEF:dls/0736q/56-61 

Attachment 

cc: Maywood Region 
Division File - RCRA Closure 
Groundwater Technology, Inc., P.E. 
USEPA Region V -- George Hamper 
Enforcement 
T.E. Fitzgerald - RCRA Permits 
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ATTACHMENT 

This statement is to be completed by both the responsible officer and by the 
registered professional engineer upon completion of closure. Submit one copy 
of the cer-tification with original signatures and three additional copies. 

Closure Certification Statement 

Closure Log C-535-M-1 

The hazardous waste management S02 Onit at the facility described in this 
document has been closed in accordance with the specifications in the approved 
closure plan. I certify under penalty of law that this document and all 
attachments were prepared under my direction or supervision in accordance with 
a system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gather and 
evaluate the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or 
persons who manage the system, or those persons directly responsible for 
gathering the information, the information submitted is, to the best of my 
knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and complete . I am aware that there are 
significant penalties for submitting false information, including the 
possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations. 

OSEPA 10 Number 

S1gnature of Owner/Operator 

S1gnature of Reg1stered P.E. 

Date 

TEF:dls/0736q/64 

Facility Name 

Name and Title 

Name of Registered P.E . and Illinois 
Registration Number 
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to exceed 90 days by written notice provided to the Board from the applicant and the Illinois EPA 
within the 35-day initial appeal period. 

Work required by this letter, your submittal or the regulations may also be subject to other laws 
governing professional services, such as the Illinois Professional Land Surveyor Act of 1989, the 
Professional Engineering Practice Act of 1989, the Professional Geologist Licensing Act, and the 
Structural Engineering Licensing Act of 1989. This letter does not relieve anyone from 
compliance with these laws and the regulations adopted pursuant to these laws. All work-that 
falls within the scope and definitions of these laws must be performed in compliance with them. 
The Illinois EPA may refer any discovered violation of these laws to the appropriate regulating 
authority. 

Shodd you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact James K. Moore, P.E. at 
217/524-3295. 

Sincerely, 

~~d~~ 
Joyce L. Munie, P . 
Manager, Permit . ection 
Bureau of Land 

JLM:JKM/mls/041961 s.doc 
J>tv\ 
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Re: Fw: U.S. EPA request (EPA 10# ILD 005 205 604}- PLEASE RESPOND! 
Dennis.Coil to: KathleenA Miller 09/20/2010 11:46 AM 

This message has been replied to. 

Kathleen : 
I have gotten a copy of a Phase I survey that was completed on the 
Mundelein facility in June of 2003 . According to this report there was 
soil sampling and groundwater sampling- associated with the removal of the 
so called "imploded" tank and there was some information on SWMU 6. I have 
included the information from this report in the attachment below for your 
review . 

Thanks , 
Dennis Coil 
Director-OHSE 
Arncor Flexibles Americas & Medical Europe 

(See attached file : SKMBT_42010092009000.pdf . zip) 

Thanks, 
Dennis t 

Miller . KathleenA@ 
eparnail . epa.gov 

09/10/2010 09:01 
AM 

dennis . coil@arncor . com 
To 

cc 

Subject 
Fw : U.S . EPA request (EPA ID# ILD 
005 205 604) - PLEASE RESPOND! 

To Mr. Coil : 

I sent you an email on 8/9/10 regarding our request for updated information 
on Arncor Flexibles. See email below. 
If you are unable to answer the specific questions listed below, please 
provide our office with information regarding the current activities of 
your facility. Perhaps your facility has worked with the state , IEPA on 
remediation activities? 

I am a summer intern with the EPA and will be leaving on 9/24/10 . I will 

L 



make a note in the file for the next intern to follow up if I don't hear 
back from you by that time. 
Thank you for your cooperation. 

Kathleen Miller 
Environmental Protection Specialist 
RCRA Corrective Action 
U.S . EPA Region 5 
312-886-6761 
Miller . KathleenA@epa.gov 

Forwarded by KathleenA .Miller/RS/USEPA/US on 09/10/2010 08:54AM 

From: KathleenA Miller/RS/USEPA/US 

To: dennis.coil@arncor . com 

Date: 08/09/2010 03 :41 PM 

Subject: U.S. EPA request for updated records (EPA ID# ILD 005 205 604) 

To Mr. Coil : 

Per our phone conversation today, I am emailing you our request for updated 
records . on Arncor Flexib1es, Inc . , EPA ID# ILD 005 205 604. You asked that I 
email you with our specific requests for records. We have not received any 
updated information since the Preliminary Assessment Visual Site Inspection 
Report (PAVSI) was conducted in 1998 . As you can imagine, our information 
for this facility is pretty outdated. The PAVSI report contained 
recommendations for your facility. Do you know if any of the following 
recommendations were addressed? 

1) AOC A (Current and Former Product Underground Storage Tank (UST) area. 
An imploded tank was removed and groundwater analysis indicated no elevated 
levels of contaminants however no soil sampling was done at the time. Do 
you know if any soil sampling has been conducted at this area since 1998? 
If so, may be have a copy of the report? 

2) SWMU 6 (Former Product & Hazardous Waste Storage Tank Area) . The unit 
was removed as part of an IEPA-approved RCRA closure plan however we have 
no record that clean closure was compl eted for this u nit. If there has been 
RCRA closure, did you receive an approval l etter from the state? If so, may 
we have a copy? 

Any updated information on the current activity of this facility, would be 
greatly appreciated. 
Thank you fo~ your assistance! 

Kathleen Miller 
Environmental Protection Specialist 
RCRA Corrective Action 
U.S. EPA Region 5 
77 w. Jackson Blvd. M/S LU-9J 
Chicago , IL 60604 
312-886-6761 
Miller.KathleenA@epa.gov 
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Exterior Areas:. 

• Soil Mound - No detailed information on the source of the fill used to construct this mound 
was provided to ENVISION. SOl Consultants, Ltd, who oversaw the construction of the 
m___o_und, and Lak.e County GradJng Company, who carried out the construction, shOuld be 
'Contacted to determine the source of the fill material, as well as any additional lnforrilation 
pertaining to the construction of the mound. 

-• Current and Former Underground Storage Tanks - OUtside Ink Room -Two (2} USTs 
(Tank #2 and Tank #3) currently exist adjacent to the southern employee entrance ooh.i~e 
of the Ink RQOm. The USTs currently store acetone and 1090 Blend (n-propyl acetate and 
n-propyl alcohol). The USTs have 2,000-gallon capacities and are reportedly In compliance 
with federal and state regulations. The USTs are direct fill with vent pipes seeured to the 
southern facnity building wall. The concrete pa~ that covers the USTs extends to the west, 
where a UST (Tank #1) previouslY existed until it was removed in 1995. Records indiCated 
that this previous UST. former1y coritain~ MEK or IPA. One {1) existing groundwater 
monitoring well was observed In the mulch area at the northeast comer of the U$Ts. The well 
was constructed of PVC material and was 2-indies in diameter. Groundwater was present In 
the well at approximately 2- to 3-feet below ground surface. Three (3} USTs previously 
existed at this location. These USTs had 1,000i:Jallon capacities and were installed when 
the building was first constructed in 1970. These USTs were constructed of single-wall steel 
and contained _isopropyl alcohol (IPA} in two (2) of the tanks. The third tank was reportedly 
used as a spill tank, which contained a mixtur$ of the two (2) solvents and various Inks. 
These USTs were removed in 1987 and replaCE!d With the three (3) 2,000-gallon capacity 
USTs _constructed of double-wall con_struction (Tanks #1, #2,.and #3}. As mentioned, Tank 
#1. contained MEK or IPA, Tank #2 initially contained n-prop~nof, and Tank #3 initially 
contained IPA. As part of the subsurface evaluation during the removal of the 1,00.0-gallon 
USTs in 1987 by ERM-North Central Inc •• the soil was screened with a flame ionization 
detector (FlO) to check for the presence Of organic vapors. Evidence of soil contamination 
was reportedly observed In the excavation. Contaminated soil was excavated and 
stockpiled onslte In ~ thin layer on plastic sheeting on the pancing lot to promote 
volatilization of the alcohols through ambient temperature and wind actions. The soil was 
.then ·loaded onto a durnptruck and transported to Trouble's Dump at Highway 21 and 
Aptakisic Road. 

- . 
Reportedly, in January 1993, Tank #1 was detennined to have "imploded• and the tank was 
removed in April 1995. According to facility persQnnel, the tank did not appear to be 
leaking. On April 29, 1993, six (6) soil borings were_ installed in the vicinity of the 
replacement USTs by CH2M Hill. Acetone was detected in soil samples collected from 
three (3) _of the six (6) borings. The highest concentration of acetone was 29.9 ppm 
detected in the boring north Clf UST #1 . MEK was detected in soil samples collected from 
two (2) of the six (6) borings. The highest concentration of MEK was 4. 75 ppm detected in 
the boring west of UST #1. Methylene chloride was detected In one (1) ofihe six (6) soil 
samples· "COllected· at' a -:-concentration "Of -1.67· p-prrr · in tfie P'oiiiig- north -or-usT-#'1·. "-A-- -
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groundwater sample was collected from the boring that was located south of. UST #1. 

Acetone (41,700 ppb), benzoic acid (55.1 ppb), and IPA (36.6 p·pb) were detected in this 

water sample. The soil and groundwater contamination was attributed to historic releases 

from the former 1,000-gallon UST systems. This was based on the current USTs having 

double-wan construction with interstitial monitoring; . and since · their Jnstallatlon the 

monitoring results had not Indicated a rel.ease. In September 1993, the Site r~porteq to the 

I EPA a possible oveifill of 1090 blend (or MEK and IPA) from this UST area. 

In March 1995, groundWater monitoring wells and soil borings Were drilled under the 

. supervision of Groundwater Technology, Inc. (GTI) around the UST basin to determine the 

extent of the acetone and MEK contamination detected in the son and groundwater samples 

during the April 1993 investigation. Four (4) mon.ltorlng wells were· installed.- three (3) 

south of the USTs. and one (1) northeast of the USTs. Soil samples were collected during 

. the installation of the monitoring wells. The oniy compounds detected in the Soil samples 

were acetone at 0.033 ppm in one (1)- of the wells south of the USTs; and. acetone (1.1 

· ppm) and ~EK (1.2 ppm) in the well northeast of the USTs. Groundwater samp~s were 

collected from each of the monitoring wells. The only compounds detected above their 

method detection limit (MDL) were acetone (6,200 ppb) an~ MEK (2,000 ppb) In the well 

located northeast of the USTs. It should be no~d that the MDL ·for IPA hi the sample 

collected from this well was 12.,000 ppb. The consultants stated that the ·maximum 

constituent concentrations detected in the soil and groundwater samples were below the 

·IEPA Tier 1 or Tier 2 cleanup standards and no further action was recommended. 

Soil and groundwater contamination has been confirmed in this area from historical 

assessments. Although a no further action recommendation was made by the Site's· 

environmental consultants, no reeord of regulatory closure of the case was located during 

ENVISION's database search and FOIA/file review. The status of the no further action 

submittal should be determined. 

Both the Site and State UST files appear to be incomplete and do not include some critical 

documentation. A number of the reports mentioned above were not found and were 

identified by reference only in other reports or l~tters of correspondence. As a result, 

ENVISION could not complete its evaluation of thi~ REC. We recommend that a complete 

· UST file (including infonnation on existing and removed USTs) be constructed, organized 

and maintained oilsite. This me should include Site-specific files, plus infonnation obtained 

from the State til~. Any missing critical information, including complete versions of reportS 

with sample location maps,· should be obtained directly fro~ the consultants that prepared 

the submissions. In addition, since the existing. tanks are approximately sixteen (16) years · 

-old, a review of tank release monitoring data and J}le latest round of soil/groundwater 

sampling is needed in order to det~rmine If any additional assessm~nt is needed in this 

area. Once this organization effort is complete, ENVISION can ·review the missing 

documentation and finalize its evaluafi9n of ~his issue. · 

xi 
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• Former Underground Storage Tanks- Outside Adhesive Storage Room -In 1983, three (3} 
3,000-gallon UST$ were installed outside the Adhesive Storage Room at the southea_stern 
comer of the Site building. These· USTs were referred to as Tanks #4, #5, and #6. These 
USTs were constructed of ·si11gle-waU steel. Two (2) of these tanks fonnem' contained 

. toluene and MEK in 1986 and both contained MEK by 1989. The third' tank was an 
emergency spill tank for the nearby Adhesive· Storage Room and Mbdng ~oom. These 
rooms contained raw materials {solvents, adhesives,· and Inks) as well as hazardous waste 
generated from. the manufacturing process in 55-gallon drums and 5-gaflon plastic 
containers. Floor drains In these rooms were connected to the emergency spill tank by 
underground piping. Due to itS originally Intended purpose and later finding -that ft1e tank 

. contained water and regulated substances, the emerg~ncy spilf. tank was detennined to :be 
a hazardous waste UST, regulated by RCRA. These USTs were removed in 1999. 

As part of the subSurface evaluation performed when the USTs were removed in 1990, soR 
samples were collected by GTL Samples indicated elevated concentrations of polynuclear 
aromatic hydrocarbons (PNAs). Elevated l~vels of MEK and trace levels of tolu~ne, xylenes 
and trichloroethane were also defected in several soU samples. -Four (4) groundwater 
monitoring wells and one (1) soil boring were installed in this area in March 1991. Samples 
were analyzed for VOCs and PNAs. No VOCs were detected, except for ·trace levels of 
methyiene chloride and toluene in several samples that was attributed to laboratory 
contamination. Trace levels of PNAs were detected in several soil samples. In 1991 and 
1992, grouncM$ter samples were collected from the four (4) monitoring wells and analyzed for 
PNAs and VOC~. The only voc or PNA compo~nds detected in the wells were tow levels of 
acetone in MW-1 and wr./1/-2 in 1991 and phenanthrene in MW-1 in 1992. In an August 1993 
Revised Closure Documentation Report, a risk analysis was performed on soils by CH2M HiD 
using USEPA guidance documents. The results Indicated the risk frOm these constituents to 
be two (2) orders of magnitude below'USEPA action levels. Reportedly, during a D~mber 
1993 conference call between the IEPA and the Site, the IEPA granted dosure of this area 
with respect to groundwater monitoring, since no constituents were detected in groundwater . 
above Cla5s II standards. · 

, In March 1994, the Site recewed a RCRA Closure Approval Letter from the I EPA pertaining. to 
the hazardous waste tank storage area onsite. This letter stated that no further investigation 
or remediation was· necessary in this area; however, a review for formal closure was 
underway. It is not clear. if this letter pertains to aU three (3) USTs at this location or if it 
applies only ·to the fOrmer emergency spill tank. Tnis letter also states that the IEPA iS 
reevaluating the closure certification submitted in August 1993 to determine if the subject 
hazardous waste management unit has been closed in accordance with the approved closure 

· plan. Again, it is not clear what ~rea this letter is refening to. It should be darified as to which 
area the closure approval letter applies and the status of the mentioned !EPA reevaluation 
should be determined. 

---- W: --1 
In October 1997, Techlaw, Inc. of Chicago, IL conducted a Preliminary AssessmenWtsual 

- site f~pectioii of ffie -sife for tfie 'USEPA ~egfqn-s. --the resultS of the ·rnspectiOn -are - ·- -. ·- - -- ---
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documented in an April 23, 1998 report The purpose of thi~ assessment was to identify 
environmental releases or potential. release from solid waste manag~meilt units (SWMUs) and 
areas of concern (AOCs) that may require corrective action by .the facility. The assessment 

··identified seven (7) SWMUs and one (1) AOC. Six (6) of the SWMUs (drum storage areas 
and satellite storage areas) were determined to have a low potential to~ release. The 
Fonner Product and Hazardous Waste UST Area {SWMU 6- the former USTs outside of 
the Adhesives Storage Room at. the southeast comer of the manufacturing building, Tanks 

· #4, #5, and #6) was..identified as having a high potential for a release. The only identi~ 
AOC (Current and Former Product Underground Storage Tank Area - ~e USTs o~ide the 
Ink Room, Tanks· #1, #2 and #3) was reported ·to have a moderate potential for. release. 
The IEPA reportedly had granted dosure for SWMU 6, but the closure documentation was 
under tEPA review according to the Tech Law report. Groundwater analytical data from the 
Current and Former Product UST Area (the only AOC identified) did not eXceed !EPA 
levels. However, Techlaw requested ddcumentation· of soil sampling results from this area. 
Techlaw indicated that without the soil data; it would Qe difficult to determine- if 
contaminants are present in the soil at levels of concern. It is not known if the Site p-:ovided 
any soil data to Tethlaw at a later time. 

·Soil and groundwater contamination has been confirmed iri this area from historical 
assessments. Both the Site and State UST files appear to . be incomplete and do not 
in9lude some critical documentatipn. A ·number of the reports mentioned ~bove were not 
found and were identified by reference only in other reports or letters of correspondence. 
As a result, ENVISION cc:>uld not complete its evaluation of this REC. We recommend that 
a complete UST file (including information on existing and removed USTs) be constructed, 
organized and maintained onsite. This file should include Site-specific files, plus information 
obtained from the State files. Any missing critical information, including complete versions 
of reports with sample location maps, ·should be obtained ~irectly from ·the consultants that · 
prepared the ·submissions. Once this organization effort is complete, ·ENVlSIQN can 
finalize its evalua1ion of this Issue. 

• ·Hazarctrnrs Waste Storaae Shed- The Hazardous Waste Storage Shed is located southeast 
of the manufacturing building and is constructed of a poured reinforced concrete floor with 
concrete curbing, steel framing, and sheet metal walls and roof. The materials stored in this 
shed include drums of raw materials, non-hazardous waste, and hazardous ·waste. 
Fluorescent bulbs, light. ballasts and spent batteries are stored in this shed (universal waste). 
Used U-shaped bulbs are also stored in cardboard boxes. Two (2) partially filled (J. to 4-
inches) 55-gallon plastic drums containing waste antifreeze were also observed near the front 
entrance of the shed. These drums were staged on a wooden pallet with a box of used light 
ballasts and several used batteries from the emergency lights. Minor staining was observed 
on the concrete floor adjacent to the wooden pallet containing the waste antifreeze.· In 
addition, two (2) empty and one (1) partially filled gasoline cans were also observed in the 
flammable storage cabinet. 

. ) D'unng-ENVISJON's Sit(fvisit, orlff .(1TeXisting groundwafer_moriitofing well Was obServaflri- .. 
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U.S. EPA request for updated records (EPA ID# ILD 005 205 604) 
KathleenA Miller to: dennis. coil 08/09/2010 03:41 PM 

To Mr. Coil: 

Per our phone conversation today, I am emailing you our request for updated records on Amcor Flexibles, 
Inc., EPA ID# ILD 005 205 604. You asked that I email you with our specific requests for records . We have 
not received any updated information since the Preliminary Assessment Visual Site Inspection Report 
(PAVSI) was conducted in 1998. As you can imagine, our information for this facility is pretty outdated . 
The PAVSI report contained recommendations for your facility. Do you know if any of the following 
recommendations were addressed? 

1) AOC A (Current and Former Product Underground Storage Tank (UST) area. An imploded tank was 
removed and groundwater analysis indicated no elevated levels of contaminants however no soil 
sampling was done at the time. Do you know if any soil sampling has been conducted at this area since 
1998? If so, may be have a copy of the report? 

2) SWMU 6 (Former Product & Hazardous Waste Storage Tank Area). The unit was removed as part of an 
I EPA-approved RCRA closure plan however we have no record that clean closure was completed for this 
unit. If there has been RCRA closure, did you receive an approval letter from the state? If so, may we have 
a copy? 

Any updated information on the current activity of this facility, would be greatly appreciated. 
Thank you for your assistance! 

Kathleen Miller 
Environmental Protection Specialist 
RCRA Corrective Action 
U.S. EPA Region 5 
77 W. Jackson Blvd. M/S LU-9J 
Chicago, IL 60604 
312-886-6761 
Miller. KathleenA@epa.gov 





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION 5 

MEMORANDUM 

DATE: 
SUBJECT: Determination of Need for an Investigation '7 

Facility Name: Arotoc fTt.jl)bltl, ,~£.- l ~ttYl otL41 r~'~''()•') 
EPA ID #: J:LD ODS'" 2-oc:;-(,f>Lt 

FROM: £~~-!/tiL 
Kathleen Miller, Environmental Protection Specialist 

· TO: George Hamper, Chief, Corrective Action Section 2 

I recommend the following determination regarding the need for an investigation: 

0CA070NO Determination of Need for an Investigation-Investigation is not Necessary 
Reason for Determination 
0Preliminary Assessment/Visual Site Inspection (P A/VSI) did not recommend any further investigation 
DP A!VSI recommendations do not warrant RRB attention 
0Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) did not recommend further investigation 
0Phase 2 ESA did not recommend further investigation 
0Phase 1/Phase 2 ESA recommendations do not warrant RRB attention 
O company representative asserts that the site is clean 
O Not subject to corrective action 
0Enrolled in other clean-up program 
DP A!VSI recommendations have been implemented 
Osuperfund Removal 
0Participating in Voluntary Remediation Program 
O completed Voluntary Remediation Program 
O superfund Remedial Action 
Osuperfund No Further Action Decision 
Osuperfund Base Relocation and Closure 
00ther ________________________________________________ ___ 

0CA070YE Determination of Need for an Investigation- Investigation is Necessary 
Reason for Determination 
D P A!VSI recommends further investigation 
0ESA recommends further investigation 
Ooth~-------------------------------------------------

0No determination can be made - More Information Needed 

0Approved 0Not Approved 

Signed:------------ Date:-----------





Determination: Soil sampling at UST 
P ANSI Or RFA FILE REVIEW CHECKLIST 

Facility Name: Amcor Flexibles Healthcare (Rexam Medical Packaging) _ _____ _ 

EPA ID: ILD 005 205 604 City: _Mundelein __ State: IL ---

Name of Reviewer: Maureen McHugh _______ _ Date of Review: 7/31/08 

1 i\fi~ No Is this a one folder site? 

2 Yes J\l:q Are there Superfund files for this site? 

3 ~-~~ No Did you Read the Executive Summary? 

There are: 8 SWMUsand 1 AOCs at this site. 

Did you review the regulatory history? 

Does the facility have interim status or a pennit? 

This facility is a: __ SQG, _X_ LQG, or __ Less than 90 day. 

Was the Facility closed per RCRA? RCRAinfo 380 (2004) 

If Yes, was the closure: _X_ CC, or CIP. 

Are there documented (historical) releases? Briefly describe on Page 2. 

Were there releases identified during the inspection? Briefly describe on Page 2. 

Do you agree with the Conclusions and Recommendations? 

If No, briefly describe on Page 2. 

As a result of your review of the PANSI or RFA file, please classifY this site as : 

__ No further corrective action recommended or warranted: These are sites that closed the regulated units 
and any other SWMUs or AOCs at the site did not warrant any further corrective action (no historic releases or 
evidence of releases observed during the Visual Site Inspection). 

_X_ Further Action Required: Soil or sediment sampling or groundwater sampling or monitoring or any type 
of investigation that was recommended in the report in response to a documented or observed release at any 
SWMU or AOC and where such investigation, whether being addressed during the inspection or after, does not 
have the necessary documentation in the facility record files. 

More Information Needed: There is no RF A, P ANSI or RCRA closure information available. 



PAIVSI Or RFA FILE REVIEW CHECKLIST 

Notes 

Briefly describe any documented (historical) releases for any SWMU or AOC recorded in the report. For each release, 
please identify the SWMU or AOC and a one or two line description of release. 

SWMU6- Elevated levels of methanol and 8 PNAs near the USTs. Risk was determined to me a minimum of2 orders of 
magnitude below US EPA action levels and certification of closure was under review at the time of the P AIVSI. When the 
USTs were removed, the excavation area was lined with plastic and backfilled with the excava~ed soil, grade 7 sand, and 
gravel. It was covered with asphalt. 

Twice cited for exceeding organic emissions levels 

Briefly describe any releases observed during the inspection for any SWMU or AOC recorded in the report. For each 
release, please identify the SWMU or AOC and a one or two line description of release. 

P AIVSI Recommendations 

Soil sampling at AOCA, the current and former product UST area. An imploded tank was removed and groundwater 
analysis indicated no elevated levels of contaminants but no soil sampling was done. The tanks managed virgin 

· isopropanol, :MEK, and a 1090 blend of acetate and n-propyl alcohol. 
UST LUST Open incident #93284 7 

L------------------------------------------------------------------------------ · ~ 
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April 24, 1998 

Ms. Patricia Brown-Derocher 
Regional Manager 
TechLaw, Inc. 
20 North Wacker Drive 
Suite 1260 
Chicago, Illinois 60606 

Reference: contract No. 68-W 4-00006; Work Assignment R05052 

Dear Ms. Brown-Derocher: 

D-8J 

Thank you for your April23, 1998, letter regarding the Rexam Medical Packaging facility (ILD 
005 205 604) in Mundelein, Illinois. I have read through the provided materials and have 
concluded that the revised submission along with the previously provided scoring sheets will 
constitute the final deliverable for the facility. Please provide a copy of the final report to the 
appropriate IEP A and facility contacts. 

Do not hesitate to call me at (312) 886-0977 should you have additional questions or need 
additional clarification. 

Sincerely, 

Ger~L. Phillips 
Corrective Action Process Manager 
Waste, Pesticides and Toxics Division 

cc: R. Young, TechLaw 
F. Norling, U.S. EPA 





20 NORTH WACKER DRIVE, SU ITE 1260, CHICAGO, IL 60606 

TEcH LAw INc. 

April23, 1998 

Mr. Gerald Phillips 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Region 5 D-8J 
77 West Jackson Boulevard 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 

PHONE: (3 12) 578-8900 
FAX: (312) 578-8904 

RZ2.R05052.0 I.ID.l33 

Reference: EPA Contract No. 68-W4-0006; Work Assignment No. R05052; Environmental 
Priorities Initiative (EPI) Assessments; Rexam Medical Packaging, Mundelein, 
Illinois; EPA ID No. ILD005205604; P ANSI Report; Task 04 Deliverable 

Dear Mr. Phillips: 

Please find enclosed the Preliminary AssessmentNisual Site Inspection (P ANSI) Report and 
the N CAPS Scoring Report for the above referenced facility. The total migration score on the 
NCAPS is 21.09, with a groundwater score of 36.75 and an air route score of20.49. 

Should you have any questions or require additional information, please feel free to contact me 
at (312)345-8963 or Mr. Rob Young at (312) 345-8966. 

Sincerely, 

~~~-~ck...._ 
Patricia Brown-Derocher 
Regional Manager 

Enclosure 

cc: F. Norling, EPA Region 5, w/o attachment 
W. Jordan/Central Files 
R. Young 
Chicago Central Files 

c:\ehs\52\52id133.wpd 
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PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENTNISUAL SITE INSPECTION REPORT 
FOR 

REXAM MEDICAL PACKAGING 
1919 SOUTH BUTTERFIELD ROAD 

MUNDELEIN, ILLINOIS 
EPA I.D. NO. ILD005205604 

Submitted to: 

Mr. Gerald Phillips 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

Region 5 D-8J 
77 West Jackson Boulevard 

Chicago, Illinois 60604 

Submitted by: 

TechLaw, Inc. 
20 North Wacker Drive, Suite 1260 

Chicago, Illinois 60606 

EPA Work Assignment No. 
Contract No. 
TechLawWAM 
Telephone No. 
EPAWAM 
Telephone No . 

• 
April23, 1998 

R05052 
68-W4-0006 
Mr. Rob Young 
312/345-8966 
Mr. Gerald Phillips 
312/886-0977 
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I. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The RCRA Facility Assessment (RF A) is the first step in implementing the corrective action 
provisions ofthe 1984 Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) to the Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). The purpose ofthe RFA is to identify environmental 
releases or potential releases from solid waste management units (SWMUs) and areas of concern 
(AOCs) that may require corrective action by the facility owner. A preliminary 
assessment/visual site inspection (P ANSI) is a form of an RF A suitable for implementing the 
corrective action provisions of HSW A. This P ANSI Report constitutes the reporting 
requirement for the RF A at the Rexam Medical Packaging facility in Mundelein, Illinois. 

A preliminary assessment (PA) of the available U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. 
EPA) and State oflllinois file materials was conducted to familiarize the TechLaw, Inc. 
(TechLaw) Team with past compliance history, evidence of past releases, potential migration 
pathways, potential for exposure to any released hazardous constituents, closure methods and 
dates, citizen complaints, manufacturing processes and waste management practices at the 
Rexam Medical Packaging facility. A Visual Site Inspection (VSI) was conducted on October 7, 
1997 by a TechLaw, Inc. (TechLaw) Team to identify and characterize SWMUs and AOCs. File 
material was provided to the TechLaw Team during the VSI by Mr. Jim Fox, Environmental 
Coordinator, and Mr. Timothy Rachke, General Manager, Rexam Medical Packaging. 
Photographs were taken during the VSI and are documented in Appendix A. The VSI Field 
Notebooks are included in Appendix B, and a site map showing SWMU and AOC locations is 
presented in Appendix C. · 

The Rexam Medical Packaging facility produces a number of specialized polyethylene-based 
medical packaging products. The products have been developed and are manufactured in a 
manner which produces packaging suitable for sterilization. 

A total of eight SWMUs and one AOC were identified. These are described in more detail in 
Sections ill and IV of this report. Seven of these SWMUs are characterized as having a low 
potential for release. 

The Former Product and Hazardous Waste Underground Storage Tank Area (SWMU 6) was 
identified as having a high potential for release. Soil sampling in 1992 identified elevated levels 
of methanol (85,400 ppb) and eight PNAs (e.g. benzo(a) anthracene: 810 ppb ). According to a 
documented December 3, 1993 conference call between Illinois EPA (IEPA) and Rexam, IEPA 
reportedly granted closure for this unit with respect to groundwater monitoring, since no 
constituents were detected in groundwater above Class II standards. As indicated in the August 
13, 1993 Revised Closure Documentation Report, a risk analysis was performed by CH2M Hill 
using U.S. EPA guidance documents. Results reportedly indicated the risk from these 
constituents to be two orders of magnitude below U.S. EPA action levels. An October 31, 1997 
phone conversation with Mr. Jim Moore of IEP A indicates closure documentation is currently 
under review by IEP A. 
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Analytical results from groundwater sampling of the Current and Former Product Underground 
Storage Tank Area (AOC A) indicates no detectable levels of the more than 50 compounds for 
which the samples were reportedly tested. However, soil sampling information was not present 
in the file materials. Soil sampling information was requested by TechLaw, though Rexam was 
unable to supply any data and stated the references were likely with the previous owners of the 
site, Baxter Health Care. Without this information, it is difficult to determine if contaminants are 
present in the soil at levels of concern. 
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II . SITE DESCRIPTION 

The Rexam facility is located at 1919 South Butterfield Road, in a mixed use industrial and 
residential area in the town of Mundelein, Illinois. The site is bordered by railroad tracks to the 
north and east, Butterfield Road to the west, and a residential area to the south. A fence 
completely surrounds the facility with the exception of the main entrance which is open. 
Residential areas are located to the south, within 50 feet of the facility. A grammar school is 
located approximately 0.6 miles northwest of the facility. 

The facility began operations in 1970 as DRG-Tower, Incorporated. In 1980, the facility name 
changed to American Converters, Inc. (a division of American H~ital Supply Corporation), 
then to American/Pharmaseal in 1985. The facility was then sold to Baxter Healthcare 
Corporation in 1986. In 1993, the facility name changed to Bowater and the facility was 
purchased by the current owner, Rexarn Medical Packaging, in 1995. 

The facility covers 13 acres and includes a 134,000 square foot manufacturing facility and 
parking/open areas. Contained within the building are manufacturing areas (80,000 square feet), 
office space (24,000 square feet) and a warehouse (30,000 square feet). Rexam also maintains a 
distribution center (60,000 square feet) which is approximately one-quarter mile north of the 
manufacturing facility. 

The Rexam facility manufactures flexible packaging and other polyethylene film products which 
are suitable for sterilization for the medical industry. Facility operations include blown film 
extrusion, printing, laminating, coating, slitting, and pouch and bag making. 

Polyethylene pellets are transported to the facility by rail and are placed into extrudes, which 
form long tubular sheets of film. The film is then printed, laminated, coated and mechanically 
altered to generate the final product. Spent solvents are generated from both the printing and 
laminating processes. The printing process generates waste propanol (a wash solvent) and waste 
ink. The laminating process generates waste MEK (a wash solvent), waste adhesives, and waste 
coatings. 

Waste ink and clean-up solvents (propanol, MEK) generated in the printing process are 
temporarily stored in 55-gallon drums in the Ink Room Satellite Storage Area (SWMU 2) during 
filling . They are then moved to the nearby Ink Room Temporary Storage Area (SWMU 1) where 
they are placed on pallets in preparation for transport to the Hazardous Waste Shed (SWMU 7). 
Within 24 hours, they are transported to the Hazardous Waste Storage Shed (SWMU 7) where 
they are stored, prior to shipment for offsite disposal. 

Water-based and solvent-based waste adhesives, coatings and clean-up solvents generated in the 
laminating process are temporarily stored in 55-gallon drums in the Adhesives Room Satellite 
and Temporary Storage Area (SWMU 5). Full drums are transported to the Hazardous Waste 
Storage Shed (SWMU 7) within 24 hours for storage prior to offsite disposal. 
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Three 3,000-gallon underground storage tanks (USTs) were formerly located at this facility in the 
Former Product and Hazardous Waste Underground Storage Tank Area (SWMU 6). Two of the 

. USTs were used for the storage of virgin MEK, the third UST was used for the storage of waste 
MEK, freon, and other non-specified F005 hazardous wastes. Due to facility concerns of leaks 
from the USTs, the three USTs were removed in December 1990, and closure activities were 
conducted following an IEP A-approved closure plan. According to an October 31, 1997 phone 
conversation with Mr. Jim Moore ofiEPA, closure documentation is currently under review by 
TEPA. 

The hazardous waste UST formerly contained in SWMU 1 was connected by transfer piping to 
floor drains in the Adhesives Room Satellite and Temporary Storage Area (SWMU 5) and in the 
ink mixing room (product only). The soil surrounding the floor drain, transfer piping, and the 
hazardous waste UST contained methanol concentrations above IEP A acceptable detection limits 
and cleanup objectives. 

Other SWMUs include a Safety Kleen Parts Washer (SWMU 4), used to clean various machine 
components, and a Waste Oil Storage Cabinet (SWMU 3), where waste oil from routine machine 
servicing is collected. General nonhazardous waste is collected throughout the facility and is 
placed in a dumpster prior to disposal. 

Release History 

In August 1992, soil sampling of the Former Product and Hazardous Waste Underground Storage 
Tank Area (SWMU 6) identified elevated levels of methanol and eight PNAs. Of the eight 
PNAs detected above IEPA soil objectives, benzo(a) anthracene was detected at the highest level 
(81 0 ppb ), nearly 100 times the IEP A objective of 8. 7 ppb specified in the June 1, 1992 letter to 
Baxter. The maximum concentration of methanol in soil samples was 85,000 ppb, nearly 25 
times the IEPA soil objective of 3,5000 ppb. IEPA reportedly granted closure with respect to 
groundwater monitoring since no constituents were detected above Class II standards. A risk 
analysis was performed for methanol and PNAs, the only constituents above IEP A soil 
objectives. Results reportedly indicated that levels of risk were a minimum oftwo orders of 
magnitude below U.S. EPA action levels. Certification of closure documentation is currently 
under review by IEP A. 

On January 23, 1989, the facility was cited for exceeding the permitted levels for organic 
emissions from the flexographic press operations. The permit was modified, a new application 
submitted, and the application was approved by IEP A. 

On March 19, 1991 , the facility was again cited for exceeding organic emissions levels 



Environmental Setting 

The topography on-site is relatively flat, with areas of higher elevation along the southwestern 
reaches of the Rexam property. Surface drainage flows through stormwater drains into a 
retention pond located northwest of the Rexam manufacturing building. According to the United 
States Geological Survey (USGS) topographical map of the area surrounding the Rexam 
property, the nearest body of surface water, an intermittent stream, flows across the Rexam 
property approximately one-tenth of a mile to the north of the manufacturing building. 

Regional geology indicates the Rexam facility lies atop Pleistocene-age sediments belonging to 
the Wadsworth Member ofthe Wedron Formation and atop bedrock of Silurian age. The 
Pleistocene sediments are composed of gray-clayey and silty-clayey till with low pebble, cobble 
and boulder content. Locally, the sediments may also contain lenses of silt. 

Site geology consists of an upper layer of sand fill and/or topsoil underlain by sandy-silt or 
sandy-clay layers which is underlain by dense clay till. The fill at the site ranges from 1 to 10 
feet thick with the greatest thickness occurring in the Former Product and Hazardous Waste 
Underground Storage Tank Area (SWMU 6). The underlying sandy-silt or sandy-clay layers vary 
in thickness from 4 to 11 feet. The underlying dense clay till was encountered at depths of 3 to 
13 feet and occurs in 1 to 10-foot thicknesses. The deepest boring found in the file material was 
15 feet below ground surface (bgs). 

Groundwater occurs at a depth of approximately 4 feet bgs and is not utilized as a source of 
drinking water and would not be considered a drinking water aquifer by !EPA under 35 lAC 620 
Subpart B. Groundwater wells in the area produce from a deeper aquifer, with the nearest being 
approximately 500 feet east of the Rexam property. 

Regulatory History 

In 1985, the facility was cited by !EPA for operating space heaters, flexographic presses and 
laminators/coaters without a permit. This deficiency was corrected in July of 1986. 

On January 23, 1989, the facility was cited for exceeding the organic emission level created for 
the flexographic press operation permit. The permit was modified, a revised application was 
submitted, and the application was approved by IEP A. 

On April 9, 1990, Baxter Healthcare Corporation submitted a closure plan for the Former 
Product and Hazardous Waste Underground Storage Tank Area (SWMU 6). The closure plan 
was part of a pro-active nationwide program instituted by Baxter to remove all of their single
walled USTs. 
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On April 18, 1990, IEPA requested a determination as to whether releases had occurred from the 
Former Product and Hazardous Waste Underground Storage Tank Area (SWMU 6). 

On April20, 1990, Baxter issued a public notice for closure for the Former Product and 
Hazardous Waste Underground Storage Tank Area (SWMU 6). 

On July 10, 1990, IEP A accepted the final closure plan subject to several conditions and 
modifications. 

On March 19, 1991, the facility was again cited for exceeding organic emissions levels. 

On May 28, 1992, the groundwater portion of the February 28, 1992, Closure Plan was 
conditionally approved by the IEPA Groundwater Unit. On June 1, 1992, the Closure Plan 
Modification was conditionally approved by IEP A. 

On March 1, 1993, IEPA disapproved the November 25, 1992 Closure Documentation Report for 
the Former Product and Hazardous Waste Underground Storage Tank Area (SWMU 6). 

On August 13, 1993, Baxter issued a Revised Closure Documentation Report to IEP A for the 
Former Product and Hazardous Waste Underground Storage Tank Area (SWMU 6). According 
to the report, the groundwater in the shallow aquifer appeared to qualify as Class II groundwater. 
As a result, CH2M Hill contended that PNAs present in the groundwater occurred below Class II 
limits and that no further action was necessary. They also stated that the presence ofPNAs was 
due to background (background samples submitted) or other conditions since the facility never 
utilized PNA-containing materials. A risk analysis was also included for soil constituents 
exceeding IEPA objectives, including PNAs. U.S. EPA guidance documents were utilized and 
results indicated that levels of risk were a minimum two orders of magnitude below U.S. EPA 
levels. 

On November 16, 1993, IEPA disapproved the 1993 Revised Closure Documentation Report, 
citing deficiencies involving the presence ofPNAs in SWMU 6. 

On December 3, 1993, Baxter discussed PNA related issues with IEPA staff during a conference 
call . In a letter from IEPA dated December 9, 1993, Baxter received confirmation that the onsite 
presence ofPNAs was the only unresolved issue with regard to clean closure of the site. 

As indicated in the March 11, 1994 letter to Baxter, IEP A stated that a review of available 
closure information indicated that no further investigation or remediation appeared to be 
necessary for SWMU 6. However, this area is currently under review for formal closure by 
!EPA. 
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Stormwater is regulated under NPDES Permit No. ILR00036. No other references to surface 
water are present in the available file material. There are no records of stormwater permit 
violations or a date of issuance in the available file materials. 

Air emissions are regulated under Operating Permit No. 86070075. The available file materials 
indicate the last permit was issued (renewed) by IEP A on February 28, 1996. The permit expired 
in June 1996, though, according to Mr. Fox, it has reportedly been renewed. The air permit is 
necessary because the facility operates a catalytic oxidizer to control emissions from flexographic 
processes as well as a catalytic afterburner for lamination operations. 

On January 25, 1996, the most recent IEP A inspection report present in the file materials, no 
violations were recorded. 
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III. SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT UNITS 

A total of seven solid waste management units (SWMUs) and one area of concern (AOC) was 
identified during the PA and VSI. The SWMUs and the AOC are listed in Table 1 on the 
following page. 

This section presents descriptions ofthe SWMUs identified during the PA and VSI at the Rexam 
Medical Packaging facility and Section IV provides a description of the AOC. Photograph 
numbers correspond to those presented in the Photograph Log in Appendix A. 
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TABLEt 

SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT UNITS AND AREAS OF CONCERN 
REXAM MEDICAL PACKAGING 

SWMU/AOC Description Release Potential 

1 Ink Room Temporary Storage Area Low 

2 Ink Room Satellite Storage Area Low 

3 Waste Oil Storage Cabinet Low 

4 Safety Kleen Parts Washer Low 

5 Adhesives Room Satellite and Temporary Storage Low 
Area 

6 Former Product and Hazardous Waste High 
Underground Storage Tank Area 

7 Hazardous Waste Storage Shed Low 

A Current and Former Product Underground Storage Moderate 
Tank Area 
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SWMU 1 - Ink Room Temporary Storaee Area 

Report Photograph No(s).: 1 

Log Book Photograph No(s): 1-2 

Period of Operation: 1970 to present 

Location: This unit is located outside of the Ink Room Satellite Storage Area (SWMU 2) in the 
southwest comer of the Rexam Manufacturing Building. 

Physical Description: This unit consists of 55-gallon steel drums containing waste solvent
based and water-based inks and dyne wastes generated by the printing process. The drums are 
initially filled in the Ink Room Satellite Storage Area (SWMU 2) and are then transferred to this 
area. The drums are stored on wooden pallets on the concrete floor of the Rexam Manufacturing 
Building for a maximum of24 hours before being transported to the outdoor Hazardous Waste 
Storage Shed (SWMU 7). Flammable waste drums are grounded. 

Wastes Managed: This unit manages 55-gallon steel drums containing waste solvent-based and 
waste water-based inks and dyne generated by the printing process. 

History of Releases: No evidence of releases was identified in U.S. EPA or IEPA file materials 
or during the VSI. 

Potential for Past/present Release: High ( ) 
Moderate ( ) 

Low (X) 

Conclusions: No further action is recommended for this SWMU since no evidence of releases 
or probability of releases were identified during the P AIVSI. 
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SWMU 2 - Ink Room Satellite Storage Area 

Report Photograph No(s).: 2 

Log Book Photograph No(s): 1-3 

Period of Operation: 1970 to present 

Location: This area is located on the concrete floor of the southwest comer of the Rexam 
Manufacturing Building. 

Physical Description: This area consists of numerous 5-gallon sealed product containers, stored 
in shelving units, and approximately three 55-gallon steel drums containing waste inks, which are 
stored on the concrete floor of the Manufacturing Building. Product is also stored in 55-gallon 
steel drums in this area (three drums). The waste drums contain waste solvent-based ink (one 
drum), waste water-based ink (one drum), and dyne waste (one drum) used to test the surface 
tension of various products both on the production line and in the lab. After accumulation, the 
drums are moved to the Ink Room Temporary Storage Area (SWMU 1). 

The storage area is sunken by four to six inches and there is a ramp to the entrance. Floor drains 
are absent and the floor exhibits no major cracks. At the time of the VSI, no major 
spills/released were evident. 

Wastes Managed: This unit manages 55-gallon steel drums of waste solvent-based and waste 
water-based inks, and dyne wastes. 

History of Releases: No evidence ofreleases was identified in U.S. EPA or IEPA file materials 
or during the VSI. 

Potential for Past/present Release: High ( ) 
Moderate ( ) 

Low (X) 

Conclusions: No further action is recommended for this SWMU since no evidence of releases or 
probability of releases were identified during the P ANSI. 
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SWMU 3- Waste Oil Storage Cabinet 

Report Photograph No(s).: 3 

Log Book Photograph No(s).: 1-5 

Period of Operation: 1970 to present 

Location: This storage cabinet is located in the maintenance/machine shop in the southeast 
portion of the Rexam Manufacturing Building. 

Physical Description: This unit consists of a lockable storage cabinet approximately five feet 
tall, five feet wide, and three feet deep. At the time of the VSI, the cabinet contained one 55-
gallon steel waste oil collection drum, approximately 12 assorted small oil transfer containers 
used to collect and dispense oil, and approximately six 5-gallon buckets also used for waste oil 
transfer. 

Wastes Managed: The cabinet manages waste oil generated during the routine servicing of 
production machinery. Waste oil is collected for removal/disposal by EMCO. 

History of Releases: No evidence of releases was identified in U.S. EPA or IEPA file materials 
or during the VSI. 

Potential for Past/present Release: High ( ) 
Moderate ( ) 

Low (X) 

Conclusions: No further action is recommended for this SWMU since no evidence of releases or 
probability of releases were identified during the P ANSI. 
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SWMU 4 - Safety Kleen Parts Washer 

Report Photograph No(s).: 4 

Log Book Photograph No(s): 1-6 

Period of Operation: 1970 to present 

Location: This unit is located in the maintenance/machine shop in the southeast portion of the 
Rexam Manufacturing Building. 

Physical Description: This unit consists of a parts washer solvent drum, basin, and recirculating 
pump located on the concrete floor of the Manufacturing Building. At the time of the VSI, there 
concrete floor appeared to be in good condition and there were no signs of spills/releases. 

The parts washer is used to clean various machine components from throughout the plant. The 
Safety Kleen Company manages this unit with a usual service interval of three months. 

Wastes Managed: The parts washer manages a non-hazardous cleaning solvent (since 1995) 
used in the cleaning of various machine components. Prior to 1995, a naphtha-based solvent was 
used. 

History of Releases: No evidence of releases was identified in U.S. EPA or IEPA file materials 
or during the VSI. 

Potential for Past/present Release: High ( ) 
Moderate ( ) 

Low (X) 

Conclusions: No further action is recommended for this SWMU since no evidence of releases 
or probability of releases were identified during the P NVSL 

III-6 



SWMU 5 - Adhesives Room Satellite and Temporary Storage Area 

Report Photograph No(s).: 5 and 6 
1 

Log Book Photograph No(s): 1-7 and 1-8 

Period of Operation: 1970 to present 

Location: This unit is located in the southeast corner ofthe Rexam Manufacturing Building. 

Physical Description: This unit consists of approximately eight to ten 55-gallon drums and 
approximately 15 5-gallon containers of water-based and solvent-based waste adhesives, coatings 
and clean-up solvents generated in the laminating process. Product is also stored in this area. 
Flammable wastes and products are grounded during storage. After a drum is completely filled, 
it is transported to the Hazardous Waste Storage Shed (SWMU 7) by forklift within 24 hours. 
During the VSI, waste drums and product drums were not separated which created difficulty in 
identifying the contents of the drums. 

Wastes Managed: This unit manages 55-gallon drums and 5-gallon containers of water-based 
and solvent-based waste adhesives, coatings and clean-up solvents generated in the laminating 
process. 

History of Releases: This unit previously contained a floor drain which was connected, via 
transfer piping, to the former hazardous waste underground storage tank located in SWMU 6. 
The drain area, transfer piping area, and the former hazardous waste underground storage tank 
were determined to have leaked, all of which are included in SWMU 6. The floor drain was 
reportedly plugged and was not visible during the VSI. In addition, no evidence of spills or 
releases were visible. 

Potential for Past/present Release: High ( ) 
Moderate ( ) 

Low (X) 

Conclusions: This unit has no history of releases, with the exception of the UST formerly 
connected to the floor drain from this unit which has a documented release history. The drain 
area, transfer piping area, and the former hazardous waste underground storage tank are all 
included in SWMU 6. Since these components are considered as part of SWMU 6, and no signs 
of major spills/releases were present at the time of the VSI, the potential for release is low. 
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SWMU 6- Former Product and Hazardous Waste Storage Tank Area 

Report Photograph No(s).: 7 

Log Book Photograph No(s): 1-9 

Period of Operation: 1970 to 1990 

Location: This unit was located approximately 20 feet south of the southwest comer of the 
Rexam Manufacturing Building. 

Physical Description: This unit includes the former hazardous waste underground storage tank 
and two product tanks. The hazardous waste tank had a 3,000-gallon capacity and was connected 
to floor drains by drain lines in the Adhesives Room Satellite and Temporary Storage Area 
(SWMU 5) and the ink mixing room. Mr. Fox stated that these drain lines were believed to have 
been plugged for a number of years by the adhesives they managed. The unit received spilled 
product and waste from the aforementioned areas. The two product tanks had a 3,000 gallon 
capacity and were used to store virgin MEK. 

Sampling conducted in the vicinity of this unit indicated that several soil constituents exceeded 
IEPA levels specified in the June I , 1992 letter to Baxter. IEP A levels for the soil constituents 
included 3,500 ppb for methanol, and 0.004 mg/kg for carcinogenic PNAs, including 8.7 ppb for 
benzo(a) anthracene. The contamination is apparently linked to the former hazardous waste 
underground storage tank and the related transfer lines and floor drain which were located in this 
area. Constituents exceeding IEPA levels included methanol (85,400 ppb) and eight PNAs (e.g. 
benzo(a) anthracene: 810 ppb). 

All three tanks were removed in 1990, due to concerns of age and the potential for further 
releases. As the tanks were removed, impacted soil from the excavation was temporarily 
stockpiled over the remaining tanks. Following tank removal, the excavated soil was returned to 
the excavation from which it was removed. The excavation was then lined with plastic and 
backfilled with grade seven sand and pea gravel. The area was later covered with asphalt. As 
indicated in a 1993 letter from IEPA, the only remaining concern was the presence ofthe PNAs. 

According to the 1993 Revised Closure Documentation Report, the groundwater in the shallow 
aquifer qualifies as Class II groundwater. As a result, the facility contends that PNAs present in 
the groundwater require no further action with regard to corrective action. In addition, Rexam 
representatives insist that PNAs-containing materials were never utilized at the facility. 

A risk analysis was performed by CH2M Hill for those soil constituents exceeding IEP A 
objectives. U.S. EPA guidance documents were utilized and results indicated that levels of risk 
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SWMU 6- Former Product and Hazardous Waste Storage Tank Area 

were a minimum two orders of magnitude below U.S. EPA criteria. On March 11, 1994, IEPA 
apparently agreed with these determinations as they indicated that no further investigation or 
remediation appeared to be necessary. 

Rexam currently considers this March 11, 1994, IEP A letter as formal closure of the unit. 
Contrary to Rexam's understanding, the area is still involved in the closure review process, as 
indicated by a phone conversation with Mr. Jim Moore ofiEPA on October 31, 1997. 

Wastes Managed: This unit managed numerous wastes including waste MEK, freon, and other 
non-specified F005 hazardous wastes. Two adjacent product tanks managed virgin MEK. 

History of Releases: Soil sampling in 1992 indicated that methanol and eight PNAs were tl).e 
only remaining constituents above IEP A cleanup objectives. A risk analysis performed by 
CH2M Hill for these constitments indicated no human health risks posed by their presence. 

Potential for Past/present Release: High (X) 
Moderate ( ) 

Low( ) 

Conclusions: This unit was removed as part of an !EPA-approved RCRA closure plan. 
However, available file materials indicate this unit is still undergoing closure. Therefore, further 
soil and groundwater sampling may be required to determine if residual contamination exists. It 
is recommended that any sampling activities be coordinated with IEPA representatives 
overseeing the closure. 
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SWMU 7- Hazardous Waste Storage Shed 

Report Photograph No(s).: 8 and 9 

LogBookPhotographNo(s): 1-10and 1-11 

Period of Operation: 1970 to present 

Location: The shed is a free-standing building located in the southeast corner of the Rexam 
property, approximately 50 feet east ofthe southeast corner of the Rexam Manufacturing 
Building. 

Physical Description: This unit consists of a steel shed with a concrete foundation that has a 
sloped entry to the north and a six-inch by six-inch concrete curbing for spill containment to the 
south, east and west. Floor drains were not observed in the foundation which appeared to be in 
good condition. 

Hazardous wastes generated throughout the facility are brought to this unit from their respective 
satellite and temporary storage areas. Contributing areas include the Waste Oil Storage Cabinet 
(SWMU 3), the Ink Room Temporary Storage Area (SWMU 1) and the Adhesives Room 
Satellite and Temporary Storage Area (SWMU 5). With the exception of waste ballasts, 
hazardous wastes are stored on the western half of the shed in areas specific to each waste stream 
and are clearly marked with signs. Product is stored on the eastern half of the shed along with 
PCB containing waste ballasts. Logs are kept ofthe wastes stored in the shed and are reportedly 
updated during weekly inspections. Wastes are reportedly removed on a quarterly basis. 

Wastes Managed: The shed manages 55-gallon drums of waste inks (solvent-based and water 
based), waste solvents (from both printing and laminating), waste adhesives, waste oil, waste 
coatings, waste antifreeze, and waste ballasts from florescent lights. According to manifests, 
hazardous materials have been shipped by Precision Energy Systems, Inc. to Nuclear Sources and 
Services (disposal facility) in Texas. 

History of Releases: No evidence of release was identified in U.S. EPA or IEPA file materials 
or during the VSI. 

Potential for Past/present Release: High ( ) 
Moderate ( ) 

Low (X) 

Conclusions: No further action for this SWMU since no evidence of releases or probability of 
releases were identified during the P ANSI. 
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IV. AREAS OF CONCERN 

This section presents a description of the Area of Concern (AOC) identified during the P A and 
VSI at the Rexam Medical Packaging facility. The photograph number corresponds to the 
photograph presented in the Photograph Log in Appendix A. 
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AOC A - Current and Former Product Underground Storage Tank Area 

Photograph No: 1-14 

Description: This area southwest of the Rexam Manufacturing Building contained a total of 
three 2,000-gallon product USTs that managed virgin isopropanol, MEK and a 1090 blend (1 0% 
n-propyl acetate, 90% n-propyl alcohol). 

These tanks were replaced in 1987, due to concerns relating to tank age and tank integrity. The 
steel tanks were replaced with double containment fiberglass tanks, strapped and anchored to a 
concrete pad, and were reportedly equipped with cathode protection as well as audio/visual 
release alarms. 

In January 1993, the isopropanol tank was determined to have imploded. The tank was removed 
on April 11, 1995, and was not replaced. 

According to Rexam representatives, the imploded tank did not appear to be leaking and 
analytical results presented in response to an additional information request indicated no elevated 
levels of isopropanol in the groundwater, although no soil sampling information was presented. 
At the time ofthe VSI, evergreen shrub (see Report Photo No. 10) stressed vegetation was 
observed less than eight feet from the MEK tank access covers and less than three feet from the 
1 090 Blend tank access covers. The stressed vegetation was an although other shrubs in the 
immediate area appear healthy. 

Conclusions: Though the imploded tank has been removed and groundwater analysis indicates 
no elevated levels of contaminants, soil sampling may be required to determine if contamination 
exists. It is recommended that any sampling activities be coordinated with IEP A. As impacted 
soil may be present, release potential for this unit is moderate. Although there is no documented 
evidence of a release directly impacting the vegetation, the possibility should not be dismissed 
without further analysis. 
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V. CONCLUSIONS 

The Former Product and Hazardous Waste Underground Storage Tank Area (SWMU 6) 
underwent corrective actions as part of an IEP A-approved RCRA closure plan. However, 
available file materials indicate this unit is still undergoing closure. Therefore, further soil and 
water sampling may be required at this unit to determine ~residual contamination exists. It is 
recommended that any sampling activities be coordinated with IEP A representatives overseeing 
closure. 

Groundwater analytical results at the Current and Former Product Underground Storage Tank 
Area (AOC A) has groundwater analytical results that indicate no exceedences ofiEPA levels. 
However, confirmation soil sampling was not performed to determine if past releases remained 
in the soil. This AOC is characterized as having a moderate potential for release. Sampling of 
the area is recommended to confirm the presence or absence of any releases. It is recommended 
that any sampling activities be coordinated with IEP A. 

All other SWMUs were found to have no history or evidence of release and/or were equipped 
with sufficient release controls. · 
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Quadrangle, last revision 1980, received during VSI, October 7, 1997. 

38. Baxter Healthcare Corporation, Facility Wastewater Discharge Plan, dated December 10, 
1992, received during VSI, October 7, 1997. 

39. Phone conversation between M. Powers, TechLaw, and J. Moore, IEPA. Discussed 
current closure status ofRexam Medical Packaging, Mundelein, October 31, 1997. 

40. Phone conversation between M. Powers, TechLaw, and M. Heaton, IEPA. Discussed 
current closure status ofRexam Medical Packaging, Mundelein, October 31 , 1997. 

41. Rexam Medical Packaging, response to TechLaw Additional Information Request, dated 
November 13, 1997. 

VI-3 





APPENDIX A 
Visual Site Inspection Photograph Log 





Report Photo No. : 1 
Log Book Photo No.: 1-2 
Date: 10/7/97 

Time: 1017 
Direction: SW 

Description: View oflnk Room Temporary Storage Area (SWMU 1). Orange drum is dyne 
waste, other drums are waste solvent-based inks. 

A-1 



Report Photo No.: 2 
Log Book Photo No.: 1-3 
Date: 10/7/97 

Time: 1026 
Direction: S 

Description: View oflnk Room Satellite Storage Area (SWMU 2). Waste solvent-based inks 
and waste water-based inks were present (drums with funnels) as well as one 
drum of dyne waste (orange drum on bottom left). Other three drums (two with 
pumps, one without) contain product water-based inks. Containers in shelving 
units contain product inks, both solvent-based and water-based. 

A-2 



Report Photo No.: 4 
Log Book Photo No.: 1-6 
Date: 10/7/97 

Description: View of the Safety Kleen Parts Washer (SWMU 4). 

A-4 

Time: 1040 
Direction: E 



Report Photo No.: 3 
Log Book Photo No.: 1-5 
Date: 1 0/7/97 

Description: View of Waste Oil Storage Cabinet (SWMU 3). 

A-3 

Time: 1036 
Direction: S 



Report Photo No.: 5 
Log Book Photo No.: 1-7 
Date: 10/7/97 

Time: 1051 
Direction: S 

Description: View of southern portion of Adhesives Room Satellite and Temporary Storage 
Area (SWMU 5). The cardboard on the floor is reportedly used to ease 
maintenance since small, infrequent drips from transfer containers may occur. 
The floor below reportedly contains slight discolorations, though it has not 
received major spills. 

A-5 



Report Photo No.: 6 
Log Book Photo No.: 1-8 
Date: 10/7/97 

Time: 1056 
Direction: N 

Description: View of a northern portion of Adhesives Room Satellite and Temporary Storage 
Area (SWMU 5). Only products were reportedly stored in this portion of the 
room, although during the VSI both waste and product drums were observed. 

A-6 



Report Photo No.: 7 
Log Book Photo No.: 1-9 
Date: 10/7/97 

Time: 1100 
Direction: NE 

Description: View of the area where the Former Product and Hazardous Waste Underground 
Storage Tank Area (SWMU 6) was located. SWMU is currently paved with 
asphalt. 

A-7 



Report Photo No.: 8 
Log Book Photo No.: 1-10 
Date: 1 0/7/97 

Time: 1102 
Direction: SW 

Description: View of the western portion of the Hazardous Waste Storage Shed (SWMU 7). 
Note the curbing and sloping floor to the north. Product drums appear in the 
foreground. 

A-8 



Report Photo No.: 9 
Log Book Photo No.: 1-11 
Date: 10/7/97 

Time: 1104 
Direction: SE 

Description: View of the eastern portion of the Hazardous Waste Storage Shed (SWMU 7). 
Wastes containing PCBs are stored in the drum with a yellow lid while other 
drums contain product. 

A-9 



Report Photo No.: 10 
Log Book Photo No.: 1-14 
Date: 10/7/97 

Time: 1114 
Direction: N 

Description: View of the Current and Former Underground Storage Tank Area (AOC A). 
Access covers are marked MEK (right) and 1090 Blend (left). Note stressed 
vegetation as indicated by the unhealthy evergreen. 

A-10 



Report Photo No.: 11 
Log Book Photo No.: 1-1 
Date: 10/7/97 

• 

Time: 1015 
Direction: W 

Description: View of a recycling containers. Tyvek scrap generated by the manufacturing 
process is removed from machinery by vacuum (mounted on top of drum) and 
collected in drums. Scrap plastics are collected in the open container. 

A-ll 



Report Photo No.: 12 
Log Book Photo No.: 1-4 
Date: I 0/7/97 

Description: View of a scrap plastic in boxes to be recycled. 

A-12 

Time: 1028 
Direction: S 



Report Photo No.: 13 
Log Book Photo No.: 1-12 
Date: 10/7/97 

.. 

Description: View of Dumpster. Note broken fence surrounding dumpster. 

A-13 

Time: 1109 
Direction: SE 



Report Photo No.: 14 
Log Book Photo No.: 1-13 
Date: 10/7/97 

Time: 1110 
Direction: E 

Description: View of recyclable material temporary storage area. These materials are awaiting 
removal by recycling company. 

A-14 ' ) 
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Visual Site Inspection Field Notebooks 
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APPENDIXC 
Facility Layout and SWMU/AOC Locations 





Facility Layout and SWMU/AOC Locations 
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